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TheHonorableMark I Mazur
Acting Administrator
EnergyInformationAdministration
U.S. Departmentof Energy
1000 IndependenceAvenue,S.W.
Washington,DC 20585

DearMr. Mazur:

I understandthatyou maypostpone,until aftertheNovemberelections,releaseofthe
completedportionoftheEnergyInformationAdministration’s(BIA) analysisof“multi-
pollutant” strategiesto reduceair emissionsfrom electricpowerplants. I believesuchadecision
would ill-servethepublic’s interestin informeddiscussionofcritical energyandenvironmental
issues.Deliberatewithholdingfrom thepublic of acompletedanalysiscouldalsoraisequestions
aboutEJA’s independencefrom externalpolitical pressure.

As youknow, on June29, 2000,I requestedthat BIA analyzethepotential costsof
various“multi-pollutant” strategiesby October1st. On August 1 st, yourpredecessor,EIA
Acting AdministratorL.A. Pettis,wroteto meexplainingthatBIA “will only beableto provide
you with aportionoftheresultsby your requesteddate,October1, 2000.” Mr. Peniswent on to
state:“Basedon yourstaffspriorities,wewill completescenariosla, ic, 2aand3c for threeof
themulti-pollutants(sulfurdioxide,nitrogenoxide,andcarbondioxide)providingboth their
combinedandindividual impactsby October1, 2000.” He furtherexplained:“Becausemercury
dataarenot readilyavailable,wewill needmoretimeto analyzetheimplicationsofthecapon
mercury. Wewill providethemercuryanalysisandtherenewableportfolio standardscasesby
December15, 2000.” As youcanimagine,I wasstunnedto hear,aftertheOctober1st deadline,
thatyou maydecideto repudiateMr. Peffis’ written assurances.

Concernhasbeenraisedthat analyzing“multi-pollutant” strategieswithout factoringin
thecostsoftheEnvironmentalProtectionAgency’s(EPA’s)NewSourceReview(NSR)
litigation againstsevenmajorutilities andtheTennesseeValley Authority, would presentan
inflatedpictureofthecostof “multi-pollutant” emissionscaps. Thiscriticismassumesthat a
particularoutcomeoftheNSRlitigation is alreadycurrent policy. In fact,we do notknowhow



courtswill decidethe issuesof theNSR litigation. In addition,theleadingCongressional“multi-
pollutant” strategybills pre-datetheNovember3, 1999EPA-JusticeDepartmentNSR litigation.
Thosebills do not referenceand,thus,do notpresuppose,anyparticularoutcomeof theNSR
litigation. In short,“multi-pollutant” strategieshavea life andsubstanceof their own. The
public deservesto know assoonaspossiblewhat suchstrategies,consideredon their own terms,
might cost.

I concurthatEIA shouldanalysethecostsoftheNSR litigation. Thatis why, on
September25th, I requestedthatEIA additionallyundertakeananalysisof thosecosts. And,
sincetheNSRlitigation and“multi-pollutant” strategiescould imposeoverlappingand,thus,
offsettingrequirementson theelectricpowersector,I encourageandexpectBIA to “net out” the
potentialcostsoftheNSR litigation from thoseof“multi-pollutant” strategies.However,before
EIA cando so,it mustfirst analyzethecostsofeachinitiativeon its ownterms.As I understand,
thecomponentofthe“multi-pollutant” analysisdueby October1st is completed.

Finally, I want to emphasizethatEIA existsto providequalitydataandanalysisto inform
publicdiscussionof, anddebateon, energypolicy issues.At no time arepublic discussionand
debatemoreimportantthanin anelectionyear,andatno time is EIA’s contributionto public
discussionanddebatemorevaluablethanin anelectionyear. It would ill-suit EIA’s deserved
reputationfor candorandindependenceto withhold acompletedanalysisfrom thepublic just
weeksbeforea critical electionin whichtheissuesEIA hasanalyzedarein play.

Therefore,I respectfullyrequestthat youhonoryourpredecessor’swrittenassurances.
By no laterthanWednesday,October11, 2000,pleaseprovideto methesulfurdioxide,nitrogen
oxide,andcarbondioxideportionofthe“multi-pollutant” strategiesanalysis. If EIA refusesto
releasetheanalysis,pleasesendmea legaljustificationfor thisrefusalby thesamedeadline.

Sincerely,

~a~4Fickt.0tL
David M. McIntosh
Chairman
Subcommitteeon NationalEconomicGrowth,

NaturalResources,andRegulatoryAffairs
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